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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communication filed on 2/19/2008. 
Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 2/19/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the references of Cesar and Meier fail to teach or suggests the 
check data block is evaluated for the recognition of whether the transponder belongs to a group 
of transponders. It is the examiner's position that the reference of Meier teaches Meier teaches 
the check block is generated based on the particular CCIT algorithm used (page 6 lines 7-16). 
The check byte therefore identifies a group of transponder base on the algorithm used for 
generating the data check block. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cesar et al. 
5673037 in view of Meier European Paten Application EP 0805575. 
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Regarding claims 1, 3, 5, 7, and 10, Cesar et al. teaches a method of recognizing whether 
a transponder belong to one of at least two groups of transponders by transmitting a command 
signal to the transponder and the command signal is evaluated in the transponder to determine 
whether or not the transponder belong to a particular group of transponders (col. 2 lines 47-55, 
col. 3 lines 32-56). Cesar et al. is silent on teaching the request signal transmitted to the 
transponder includes a check data block Meier in an analogous art teaches the message structure 
transmitted from an interrogator to the transponders include a check block for performing error 
correction (page 4 lines 20-35). Meier teaches the check block is generated based on the 
particular CCIT algorithm used (page 6 lines 7-16). The check byte therefore identifies a group 
of transponder base on the algorithm used for generating the data check block. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the request signal 
transmitted to the transponder to include a check data block in Cesar et al. because this enables 
the transponder to detect and correct transmission errors and enables effective communication 
between the interrogator and transponder. 

Regarding claim 2, Cesar et al. teaches transmitting data between an interrogator and 
transponder (see response to claim 1) but is silent on teaching appending a CRC check data block 
to the data. Meier in an analogous art teaches the use of CRC data block for detecting and 
correcting errors in data transmitted between an interrogator and transponder (page 2 lines 34- 
54). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Cesar et al. as disclosed by Meier because CRC data block provides a low cost and effective 
means of increasing data security by detecting transmission errors. 

Regarding claim 4, Cesar et al. teaches transmitting data between an interrogator and 
transponder (see response to claim 1) but is silent on teaching a CRC generation data block 
means Meier in an analogous art teaches a transponder comprising a CRC data block generation 
means provided by linear feedback shift registers and teaches the CRC data block is based on the 
predetermined CRC algorithm and the initial state of the data flip flop which forms the start 
value (page 4 lines 20-35). Meier teaches preprogramming the shift registers with a start value 
memory means provided by the cipher key EEPROM (58) and the start value memory is 
programmable by the interrogator with different start values (page 4 lines 36-50). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Cesar et al. as disclosed by Meier because the programming of CRC generator start value 
provides for the creation of a unique signature error detection system and further increases the 
data security of the system. 

Regarding claims 6 and 8-9, Cesar et al. teaches transmitting data between an interrogator 
and transponder (see response to claim 1) but is silent on teaching a CRC generation data block 
means Meier in an analogous art teaches a transponder comprising a CRC data block generation 
means provided by linear feedback shift registers and teaches the CRC data block is based on the 
predetermined CRC algorithm and the initial state of the data flip flop which forms the start 
value (page 4 lines 20-35). Meier teaches preprogramming the shift registers with a start value 
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memory means provided by the cipher key EEPROM (58) and the start value memory is 
programmable by the interrogator with different start values (page 4 lines 36-50). Meier teaches 
the check data block generation means is provided by the CRC generator and the CRC checking 
is carried out by shifting the received data through the shift registers (page 6 lines 25-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Cesar et al. as disclosed by Meier because the programming of CRC generator start value 
provides for the creation of a unique signature error detection system and further increases the 
data security of the system. 

Regarding claim 11-12, Cesar et al. teaches transmitting data between an interrogator and 
transponder (see response to claim 1) but is silent on teaching a CRC generation data block 
means Meier in an analogous art teaches a transponder comprising a CRC data block generation 
means provided by linear feedback shift registers and teaches the CRC data block is based on the 
predetermined CRC algorithm and the initial state of the data flip flop which forms the start 
value (page 4 lines 20-35). Meier teaches preprogramming the shift registers with a start value 
memory means provided by the cipher key EEPROM (58) and the start value memory is 
programmable by the interrogator with different start values (page 4 lines 36-50). Meier teaches 
the check data block generation means is provided by the CRC generator and the CRC checking 
is carried out by shifting the received data through the shift registers (page 6 lines 25-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Cesar et al. as disclosed by Meier because the programming of CRC generator start value 
provides for the creation of a unique signature error detection system and further increases the 
data security of the system. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VERNAL U. BROWN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3060. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-7:00 Monday- Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Zimmerman can be reached on 571-272-3059. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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